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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This office action is in response to the Applicants' After Non-Final Amendment filed on 
May 27, 2008. Claims 1-22 and 39 are presented for further consideration and 
examination. Claims 23-38 and 40-52 are restricted and non-elected with traverse. 

Election/Restrictions 

2. Applicants' election with traverse of claims 23-38 and 40-52 in the reply filed on 
November 16, 2007 is acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that: 

"The restriction requirement mischaracterizes a structure claim, Claim 1, and a method 
claim, Claim 23, as being combination and subcombination. Such a characterization is 
error. The action has failed to explain how a method claim can be a subcombination of a 
structure claim. The incorrect characterization as combination and subcombination is 
sufficient to have the rejection withdrawn. Claim 23 is a process and Claim 1 is an 
apparatus for the practice of Claim 23. Therefore, not only has the requirement used an 
incorrect analysis of combination and subcombination, but also the requirement has 
mischaracterized the claims. " 

This is not found persuasive because the invention of Group 1 (claims 1-22 and 39) are 
drawn to "distributed data processing: processing agent", classified in class 709, 
subclass 202 which is distinct from the invention of Group 2 (claims 23-38 and 40-52) 
that are drawn to "computer network managing: computer network access regulating", 
classified in class 709, subclass 225. The Examiner finds that the restriction is proper 
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because of the distinct inventions as presented in the Requirement for 
Election/Restriction dated October 15, 2007. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. In response to this 
office action, cancellation of nonelected claims is required from the applicant. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



4. Claims 1-22 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Rohrabaugh et al. (US 20020091 738A1). 



5. With regard to claims 1, 10, and 39 , Rohrabaugh discloses, 

• a proxy server having a code section including instructions for receiving a 

request for data from a client, and making a determination whether the requested 
data should be rendered before transmission to the client; and (Rohrabaugh, 
para. 1-108) 

Rohrabaugh discloses, "With reference to the flowchart of FIG. 2A, the foregoing 
process is initiated by a client in a block 100, wherein the client submits a request 
to proxy server 32 to retrieve and convert selected content" (Rohrabaugh, 
para. 51 ). Hence, Rohrabaugh teaches of the client submitting a request to proxy 
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server 32 (i.e., Applicants' proxy server receiving a request for data from client). 
Rohrabaugh discloses, "The logic implemented by the invention when providing 
content to a client using infrastructure 10B is illustrated in the flowchart of FIG. 
2B, wherein the process begins in a block 101 in which the client sends a content 
request 39 directly to the network site (e.g., web server 26), as depicted by a 
transfer path 41. In a block 103, HTTP negotiations are performed to determine 
the format the content is to be delivered in. For example, the request may contain 
indicia identifying the type of content requested, such as an SVF MIME type 
(e.g., image/vnd.svf). This is to inform the web server that the request is for 
specially-formatted content rather than conventional content. The server first 
checks to see if it already has cached the requested content. If it has, it sends 
the content to the requesting client; otherwise, it retrieves the parent HTML 
document in a block 107. It then performs processing steps in blocks 107, 109, 
and 111 to retrieve content referenced through embedded tags in a manner 
substantially similar to that discussed above with reference to respective blocks 
106, 108, and 110. The primary difference in this instance is that the web server 
does not receive requests from or send documents to a proxy server-rather, the 
content is retrieved and processed at the web server, wherein the retrieved 
content may be stored local to the web server or retrieved from a remote server 
in a manner similar to that described above" (Rohrabaugh, para. 63). Hence, 
Rohrabaugh teaches of the server (i.e., Applicants' proxy server) determining 
(i.e., Applicants' making a determination) the format the content (i.e., Applicants' 
requested data should be rendered) is to be delivered in (i.e., Applicants' 
transmission to the client). 
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• a processing server coupled to the proxy server and having a code section 
including instructions for receiving the rendering determination from the proxy 
server, rendering the requested data, and transmitting the rendered data to the 
client. (Rohrabaugh, para. 1-1 08) 

Rohrabaugh discloses, "The logic implemented by the invention when providing 
content to a client using infrastructure 10B is illustrated in the flowchart of FIG. 
2B, wherein the process begins in a block 101 in which the client sends a content 
request 39 directly to the network site (e.g., web server 26), as depicted by a 
transfer path 41. In a block 103, HTTP negotiations are performed to determine 
the format the content is to be delivered in. For example, the request may contain 
indicia identifying the type of content requested, such as an SVF MIME type 
(e.g., image/vnd.svf). This is to inform the web server that the request is for 
specially-formatted content rather than conventional content. The server first 
checks to see if it already has cached the requested content. If it has, it sends 
the content to the requesting client; otherwise, it retrieves the parent HTML 
document in a block 107. It then performs processing steps in blocks 107, 109, 
and 111 to retrieve content referenced through embedded tags in a manner 
substantially similar to that discussed above with reference to respective blocks 
106, 108, and 110. The primary difference in this instance is that the web server 
does not receive requests from or send documents to a proxy server-rather, the 
content is retrieved and processed at the web server, wherein the retrieved 
content may be stored local to the web server or retrieved from a remote server 
in a manner similar to that described above" (Rohrabaugh, para. 63). Hence, 
Rohrabaugh teaches of the web server (i.e., Applicants' processing server) being 
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informed (i.e., Applicants' receiving the rendering determination) that the request 
is for specially formatted content. Rohrabaugh discloses, "As before, the 
retrieved HTML documents are translated into scalable vector representations by 
HTML translator 58 in a block 1 14, while the graphic images are translated into a 
compressed bitmap format by image translator 60 in a block 116, as depicted by 
vectorized content 62 and bitmap content 64. The vectorized content and bitmap 
content are then streamed from the web server to the client in a block 119, as 
depicted by a transfer path 67. Upon arriving at the client, the vectorized content 
and bitmap content are processed, scaled, and rendered on the client in a block 
1 20" (Rohrabaugh, para. 64). Hence, Rohrabaugh teaches of the web server 
(i.e., Applicants' processing server) translating (i.e., Applicants' rendering) the 
retrieved HTML documents (i.e., Applicants' requested data) into scalable vector 
representations of compressed bitmaps and then streamed (i.e., Applicants' 
transmitting) from the web server (i.e., Applicants' processing server) to the 
client. 

6. With regard to claims 2 and 11 , Rohrabaugh discloses, 

• wherein the proxy server further comprises a code section including instructions 
for storing the requested data in an intermediate data store if it is determined that 
the requested data should be rendered before transmission to the client; and 
(Rohrabaugh, para.1-108) 

Rohrabaugh discloses, "The server first checks to see if it already has cached 
the requested content. If it has, it sends the content to the requesting client; 
otherwise, it retrieves the parent HTML document in a block 107. It then performs 
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processing steps in blocks 107, 109, and 111 to retrieve content referenced 
through embedded tags in a manner substantially similar to that discussed above 
with reference to respective blocks 106, 108, and 110. The primary difference in 
this instance is that the web server does not receive requests from or send 
documents to a proxy server-rather, the content is retrieved and processed at 
the web server, wherein the retrieved content may be stored local to the web 
server or retrieved from a remote server in a manner similar to that described 
above" (Rohrabaugh, para.63). Hence, Rohrabaugh teaches of the server (i.e., 
Applicants' proxy server) retrieving (e.g. storing in a local storage space, implied) 
(i.e., Applicants' an intermediate data store) content referenced through 
embedded tags from appropriate servers. 
• the processing server further comprises a code section including instructions for 
retrieving data stored in the intermediate data store. (Rohrabaugh, para. 1-1 08) 



7. With regard to claims 3 and 12 , Rohrabaugh discloses, 

• wherein the proxy server includes a code section including instructions for 
transmitting address information to the processing server, wherein the address 
information corresponds to the storage location of the requested data at a data 
server; and (Rohrabaugh, para.1-108) 

Rohrabaugh discloses, "The server first checks to see if it already has cached 
the requested content. If it has, it sends the content to the requesting client; 
otherwise, it retrieves the parent HTML document in a block 107. It then performs 
processing steps in blocks 107, 109, and 111 to retrieve content referenced 
through embedded tags in a manner substantially similar to that discussed above 
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with reference to respective blocks 106, 108, and 110. The primary difference in 
this instance is that the web server does not receive requests from or send 
documents to a proxy server-rather, the content is retrieved and processed at 
the web server, wherein the retrieved content may be stored local to the web 
server or retrieved from a remote server in a manner similar to that described 
above" (Rohrabaugh, para. 63). Hence, Rohrabaugh teaches of the server (i.e., 
Applicants' proxy server) retrieving (e.g. storing in a local storage space, implied) 
(i.e., Applicants' an intermediate data store) content referenced through 
embedded tags from appropriate servers. 
• the processing server includes a code section containing instructions for 
retrieving the requested data from the data server. (Rohrabaugh, para. 1-1 08) 



8. With regard to claims 4 and 13-14 , Rohrabaugh discloses, 

• wherein the proxy server further comprises: a code section containing 
instructions for generating a link message containing address information 
corresponding to the requested data; and a code section containing instructions 
for transmitting the link message to the client. (Rohrabaugh, para. 1-1 08) 
Rohrabaugh discloses, "The vectorized content and bitmap content are then 
streamed from the web server to the client in a block 119, as depicted by a 
transfer path 67. Upon arriving at the client, the vectorized content and bitmap 
content are processed, scaled, and rendered on the client in a block 120" 
(Rohrabaugh, para.64) 



9. 



With regard to claims 5-7 and 15-18 , Rohrabaugh discloses, 
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• wherein the link message further includes data type information describing the 
requested data. (Rohrabaugh, para. 1-108) 

Rohrabaugh discloses, "The logic implemented by the invention when providing 
content to a client using infrastructure 10B is illustrated in the flowchart of FIG. 
2B, wherein the process begins in a block 101 in which the client sends a content 
request 39 directly to the network site (e.g., web server 26), as depicted by a 
transfer path 41. In a block 103, HTTP negotiations are performed to determine 
the format the content is to be delivered in. For example, the request may contain 
indicia identifying the type of content requested, such as an SVF MIME type 
(e.g., image/vnd.svf). This is to inform the web server that the request is for 
specially-formatted content rather than conventional content. The server first 
checks to see if it already has cached the requested content. If it has, it sends 
the content to the requesting client; otherwise, it retrieves the parent HTML 
document in a block 107. It then performs processing steps in blocks 107, 109, 
and 111 to retrieve content referenced through embedded tags in a manner 
substantially similar to that discussed above with reference to respective blocks 
106, 108, and 110. The primary difference in this instance is that the web server 
does not receive requests from or send documents to a proxy server-rather, the 
content is retrieved and processed at the web server, wherein the retrieved 
content may be stored local to the web server or retrieved from a remote server 
in a manner similar to that described above" (Rohrabaugh, para. 63) 

• wherein the link message further includes a client identifier and a session 
identifier. (Rohrabaugh, para. 1-1 08) 
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• wherein the address information of the requested data comprises a URL and the 
data type information comprises a MIME type. (Rohrabaugh, para. 1-1 08) 



10. With regard to claims 8-9 and 19-20 , Rohrabaugh discloses, 

• wherein the client further comprises a data handler including a code section 
containing instructions for establishing a communication link between the client 
and the processing server and for receiving the rendered data from the 
processing server. (Rohrabaugh, para. 1-1 08) 

• wherein the proxy server includes a code section containing instructions for 
directly transmitting the requested data to the client upon the proxy server 
determining that the requested data do not have to be rendered before 
transmission to the client. (Rohrabaugh, para.1-108) 



1 1 . With regard to claims 21-22 , Rohrabaugh discloses, 

• comprising preselecting requests for data into a first category comprising 
requests wherein the requested data should be rendered, and a second category 
wherein the requested data should not be rendered; (Rohrabaugh, para.1-108) 

• transmitting requests in the first category to the proxy server; and (Rohrabaugh, 
para.1-108) 

• transmitting the requested data corresponding to requests in the second category 
directly to the client. (Rohrabaugh, para.1-108) 

• wherein at least the proxy server, the processing server, and the intermediate 
data storage are connected on a local area network. (Rohrabaugh, para.1-108) 
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Response to Arguments 

12. Applicants' arguments with respect to claim 1 have been considered but they are not 
persuasive. 



13. With regard to claim 1 , the Applicants point out that: 

• Claim 1 recites a proxy server and a processing server, two distinct servers that 
are both distinct from "the client. " Moreover, Claim 1 recites specific 
characteristics for each of the two servers. 

• Specifically, the proxy server receives a request for data and makes a 
determination whether the data should be rendered before transmission to the 
client. The processing server receives the rendering determination from the proxy 
server, renders the requested data and transmits the rendered data to the client. 
Thus, according to Claim i, when data must be rendered, a server, different from 
the server receiving the request from the client, does the rendering and then 
transmits the rendered data to the client. 

However, the Examiner finds that the Applicants' arguments are not persuasive 
because claim 1 recites "a processing server coupled to the proxy server" which can 
be interpreted as the two server functions are physically running on a physical server 
as disclosed by Rohrabaugh, "A second exemplary system infrastructure 10B for 
implementing the invention is shown in FIG. 1B. As will be readily recognized, much 
of infrastructure 10B is similar to infrastructure 10A; however, rather than have 
a separate proxy server perform the proxy functions (retrieve and translate 
content), these functions are performed on machines operated by the web site in 
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infrastructure 70e"(Rohrabaugh, para. 62). The independent claim 1 does not 
specify that the two server functions are located on separate physical servers. 



Conclusion 

14. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 
A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



15. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Thomas Duong whose telephone number is 571/272-391 1 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30AM - 4:00PM. If attempts to reach the 
examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Jason D. Cardone 
can be reached on 571/272-3933. The fax phone numbers for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned are 571/273-8300 for regular communications 
and 571/273-8300 for After Final communications. 



/Thomas Duong/ 
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Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2145 

September 18, 2008 



/Jason D Cardone/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2145 



